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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REOUIREMENT 



Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

In response to the Official Action mailed Jime 21, 2000 in connection with the 
above-identified application. Applicants submit the following: 

In the Official Action the Examiner has taken the position that the application 
contains claims directed to two patently distinct inventions. 

The Examiner has identified the inventions as including claims 1-3 (Group E)^' O 
drawn to a nonwoven fabric and claims 4 and 5 (Group II) drawn to a method of mafeng a pr\ 

nonwoven fabric. o 
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The Examiner stated basis as to why the inventions are considered patently distinct 
is because the nonwoven fabric in claims 1-3 could be made by a different process than that 
set forth in claims 4 and 5. 

In paragraph 4 on page 2 of the official action the Examiner has advised 
Applicants that a complete response to the restriction requirement must include an election of 
an invention to be examined in the present application even though the restriction requirement 
may be traversed. 



i 



PATENT 



Responsive to the restriction requirement, Applicants respectfully traverse the 
Examiner's position because the Examiner's position is based upon an allegation that the 
nonwoven fabric of claims 1-3 could be made by forming a nonwoven fabric, depositing pulp 
fibers on the nonwoven fabric and needling to mix the two fibers. 

Absent a specific teaching that supports the Examiner's allegation. Applicants are 
not in a position to determine whether such needling of the two fabrics is in fact distinct from 
the use of high velocity water jets according to the process of claims 4 and 5. 

Accordingly, Applicants traverse the restriction requirement and request that the 
Examiner rely upon a prior art teaching to support the position that the nonwoven fabric of 
claims 1-3 can be made by a different process than that recited in claims 4 and 5cso that ^ 



Applicants may be in a position to more clearly consider the Examiner's basis for*g^resfiictiqir\ 



requirement. 
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Notwithstanding Applicants traverse of the restriction requirement, App^ants 
acknowledge that in order to be fully responsive to the restriction requirement they are 
obligated to elect a group of claims from the restriction requirement to be examined in the 
present application. 

Accordingly, in order to be fully responsive to the restriction requirement. 
Applicants hereby elect to have claims 1-3 (Group I) examined in the present application. 
This election is made with traverse. 
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In the event the Applicant has overlooked the need for an extension of time or 
payment of fee the Applicant hereby petitions therefor and authorizes that any charges be 
made to Deposit Account No. 02-0385, BAKER & DANIELS. If any question concerning this 
application should arise, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at 219/424- 
8000. 

Respectfully submitted. 



Michael S. Gzybp^ki 
Registration No. j2,816 



Attomey for Applicant 
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BAKER & DANIELS 
1 1 1 E. Wayne Street, 
Suite 800 
Fort Wayne, IN 46802 
Telephone: 219-424-8000 
Facsimile: 219-460-1700 

Enc. Retum postcard 
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